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“Defendants, DENN PARTEE, JAMES: ‘PIERCE, GARY. GARRISON, 
ee 


individually, and CIN NARONICS INC. a California corporation, 


severing ‘themselves from their. “remaining co-defendants and answer 


. the Complaint on file herein as. s follows: 


ANSWER TO FIRST CAUSE OF ACTION 
| Answering the allegations of Paragraphs rt and Ty, these 


answering defendants lack sufficient information or  pelie£ upon 


which to base an. | intelligible answer thereto, upon “such ground 


deny. generally and specifically each and every allegation contained 


in. said paragraphs. 
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nae Ae ie oes | 
Answering the allegations. of Paragraphs Iv, v, VI ‘ane VII, 
these answering, defendants. deny generally and. specifically each 
and every allegation ‘contained Gnereln ? 
Crom the allegations of Paragraph \ VIII, cies Moers 





> ANSWER 70. SECOND CAUSE eee Ea 





“Answering "Paragraph | z of ‘theSecond_ cause of Action, ‘these 


| defendants incorporate herein. their answers to. 
) Paragraphs ty Ti, and Ir of ‘the. First cause, of action, and by 


Ireference make said answer a part. hereof | as. ; though fully. set. : forth 


perein 
: ee ee 
"Answering the allegations in ‘Paragraph. IL: of the Second 


cause. Of Action, ‘these answering ‘defendants admit that sometime 


|lin early | 1975, ‘the plaintife. and JAMES: ‘PIERCE discussed plaintiff's 


services in. design and manufacturing certain ‘types of electronic 
video games; AS to each and every allegation not otherwise 
expressly admitted, these answering defendants deny the same 
generally and: specifically. | ee : 
oe eee 

“Answering the allegations of Paragraph. It of the Second 
Cause of iekion, ‘these answering defendants admit that plaintiff 
and defendants met in the office of their then attorney to discuss 
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matters related to the corporation. and business; Except as to the 


matters specifically admitted, ‘these answering defendants deny 
generally | and specifically, each and every other allegation 
contained in \ Paragraph III of. ‘the Second cause of Action. 

: "answering ‘the: allegations « of. ‘Paragraphs Iv, v, VE, these” 
answering defendants deny generally and. ‘specifically, each and 
every. allegation contained dthereins 8 eet 
“answering the allegations ‘of Paragraph | IT of. ‘the: — 


Cause. of: Action, these. answering ‘defendants deny ‘the ‘same. 


Jgeneratty . and specifically. and ‘further "specifically deny that = 


; plaintiff \ was, damaged in “the: ‘sum or. ‘sums. alleged | or in any other | 





sums. whatsoever, 
| "ANSWER TO. THIRD ‘CAUSE. OF ACTION 


"Answering the allegations of ‘Paragraph x; of, the Third Cause 


| of Action, ‘these. answering defendants. incorporate herein their 


answers ' to Paragraphs ty II, and II of ‘the First Cause of Action — 


reference make’ said. answer. a. part: hereof as. ; though fully set .. 


forth herein, 0 a | 

| Answering the allegations of Paragraph III of the Third 
Cause of Action, these answering defendants. admit that 
JAMES PIERCE, GARY GARRISON, and DENNIS: PARTEE were incorporators 
for a business ‘ad become known as CINEMATRONICS , o: ae a | 
California corporation. “These answering ‘defendants also admit | 
that. bid until his termination on or about August a 1975, the 
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plaintige was an officer ‘in: that corporation; As to each and every 


other allegation not otherwise expressly admitted, ‘these answering 


3 defendants ; deny - the. same: generally and specifically. 


ere Op SEs 
"Answering the. allegations | of ‘Paragraphs. Iv and vy these oe 


answering defendants deny the same. | generally and specifically ae 


and further specifically deny ‘that, the. plaintife | was. ; damaged 


| in the ‘sum or sums: alleged. or any sums” “whatsoever ‘OF’. at all. 
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"Answering: the allegations of ‘Paragraph. vq, “these answering 


| defendants deny. the: same generally. and specifically. ae 


AS AND. FOR A FIRST, ‘SEPARATE AND AFFIRMATIVE ‘DEFENSE, 


3}; THESE ‘ANSWERING DEFENDANTS ALLEGE AS. S FOLLOWS: 


“That ‘the plaintif£, | in “his: ‘Complaint | on: file herein. does 


not state. facts. sufficient to ‘constitute a. cause. of action. di nahinet. | 


| WHEREFORE, “these answering ‘defendants: pray ‘that . plaintife 


elie nothing by his ‘complaint, that ‘they ; recover. their costs of 


suit ‘incurred herein, and for such other and further relief as 


the court. deems just and ‘Proper. ee ae i eee 
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_. STATE OF CALIFORNIA, COUNTY OF _ 
| Fam the _defendant_ 





in the above entitled action; I have read the foregoing—_ANSwer tO C 
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